Measurement of heavy-quark jet photoproduction at HERA by Abramowicz, H. et al.
  
 University of Groningen
Measurement of heavy-quark jet photoproduction at HERA
Abramowicz, H.; Abt, I.; Adamczyk, L.; Adamus, M.; Aggarwal, R.; Antonelli, S.; Antonioli, P.;
Antonov, A.; Arneodo, M.; Aushev, V.
Published in:
European Physical Journal C
DOI:
10.1140/epjc/s10052-011-1659-5
IMPORTANT NOTE: You are advised to consult the publisher's version (publisher's PDF) if you wish to cite from
it. Please check the document version below.
Document Version
Publisher's PDF, also known as Version of record
Publication date:
2011
Link to publication in University of Groningen/UMCG research database
Citation for published version (APA):
Abramowicz, H., Abt, I., Adamczyk, L., Adamus, M., Aggarwal, R., Antonelli, S., ... ZEUS Collaboration
(2011). Measurement of heavy-quark jet photoproduction at HERA. European Physical Journal C, 71(5),
[1659]. https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-011-1659-5
Copyright
Other than for strictly personal use, it is not permitted to download or to forward/distribute the text or part of it without the consent of the
author(s) and/or copyright holder(s), unless the work is under an open content license (like Creative Commons).
Take-down policy
If you believe that this document breaches copyright please contact us providing details, and we will remove access to the work immediately
and investigate your claim.
Downloaded from the University of Groningen/UMCG research database (Pure): http://www.rug.nl/research/portal. For technical reasons the
number of authors shown on this cover page is limited to 10 maximum.
Download date: 12-11-2019
Eur. Phys. J. C (2011) 71:1659
DOI 10.1140/epjc/s10052-011-1659-5
Regular Article - Experimental Physics
Measurement of heavy-quark jet photoproduction at HERA
The ZEUS Collaboration
H. Abramowicz45,bc, I. Abt35, L. Adamczyk13, M. Adamus54, R. Aggarwal7,x, S. Antonelli4, P. Antonioli3,
A. Antonov33, M. Arneodo50, V. Aushev26,27,av, Y. Aushev27,aw, O. Bachynska15, A. Bamberger19, A.N. Barakbaev25,
G. Barbagli17, G. Bari3, F. Barreiro30, N. Bartosik27,ax, D. Bartsch5, M. Basile4, O. Behnke15, J. Behr15, U. Behrens15,
L. Bellagamba3, A. Bertolin39, S. Bhadra57, M. Bindi4, C. Blohm15, V. Bokhonov26,av, T. Bołd13, O. Bolilyi27,ax,
K. Bondarenko27, E.G. Boos25, K. Borras15, D. Boscherini3, D. Bot15, I. Brock5, E. Brownson56, R. Brugnera40,
N. Brümmer37, A. Bruni3, G. Bruni3, B. Brzozowska53, P.J. Bussey20, B. Bylsma37, A. Caldwell35, M. Capua8,
R. Carlin40, C.D. Catterall57, S. Chekanov1, J. Chwastowski12,z, J. Ciborowski53,bg, R. Ciesielski15,ab, L. Cifarelli4,
F. Cindolo3, A. Contin4, A.M. Cooper-Sarkar38, N. Coppola15,ac, M. Corradi3, F. Corriveau31, M. Costa49,
G. D’Agostini43, F. Dal Corso39, J. del Peso30, R.K. Dementiev34, S. De Pasquale4,v, M. Derrick1, R.C.E. Devenish38,
D. Dobur19,ao, B.A. Dolgoshein33,b, G. Dolinska26,27, A.T. Doyle20, V. Drugakov16, L.S. Durkin37, S. Dusini39,
Y. Eisenberg55, P.F. Ermolov34,b, A. Eskreys12,b, S. Fang15,ad, S. Fazio8, J. Ferrando38, M.I. Ferrero49, J. Figiel12,
M. Forrest20,ar, B. Foster38, S. Fourletov51,aq, G. Gach13, A. Galas12, E. Gallo17, A. Garfagnini40, A. Geiser15,
I. Gialas21,as, L.K. Gladilin34, D. Gladkov33, C. Glasman30, O. Gogota26,27, Yu.A. Golubkov34, P. Göttlicher15,ae,
I. Grabowska-Bołd13, J. Grebenyuk15, I. Gregor15, G. Grigorescu36, G. Grzelak53, O. Gueta45, C. Gwenlan38,az,
T. Haas15, W. Hain15, R. Hamatsu48, J.C. Hart44, H. Hartmann5, G. Hartner57, E. Hilger5, D. Hochman55, R. Hori47,
K. Horton38,ba, A. Hüttmann15, Z.A. Ibrahim10, Y. Iga42, R. Ingbir45, M. Ishitsuka46, H.-P. Jakob5, F. Januschek15,
M. Jimenez30, T.W. Jones52, M. Jüngst5, I. Kadenko27, B. Kahle15, B. Kamaluddin10,b, S. Kananov45, T. Kanno46,
U. Karshon55, F. Karstens19,ap, I.I. Katkov15,af, M. Kaur7, P. Kaur7,x, A. Keramidas36, L.A. Khein34, J.Y. Kim9,
D. Kisielewska13, S. Kitamura48,be, R. Klanner22, U. Klein15,ag, E. Koffeman36, P. Kooijman36, I. Korol26,27,
I.A. Korzhavina34, A. Kotan´ski14,aa, U. Kötz15, H. Kowalski15, P. Kulinski53, O. Kuprash27,ay, M. Kuze46, A. Lee37,
B.B. Levchenko34, A. Levy45,a, V. Libov15, S. Limentani40, T.Y. Ling37, M. Lisovyi15, E. Lobodzinska15,
W. Lohmann16, B. Löhr15, E. Lohrmann22, K.R. Long23, A. Longhin39, D. Lontkovskyi27,ay, O.Yu. Lukina34,
P. Łuz˙niak53,bh, J. Maeda46,bd, S. Magill1, I. Makarenko27,ay, J. Malka53,bh, R. Mankel15, A. Margotti3, G. Marini43,
J.F. Martin51, A. Mastroberardino8, M.C.K. Mattingly2, I.-A. Melzer-Pellmann15, S. Mergelmeyer5,
S. Miglioranzi15,ah, F. Mohamad Idris10, V. Monaco49, A. Montanari15, J.D. Morris6,w, K. Mujkic15,ai, B. Musgrave1,
K. Nagano24, T. Namsoo15,aj, R. Nania3, D. Nicholass1,u, A. Nigro43, Y. Ning11, T. Nobe46, U. Noor57, D. Notz15,
R.J. Nowak53, A.E. Nuncio-Quiroz5, B.Y. Oh41, N. Okazaki47, K. Oliver38, K. Olkiewicz12, Yu. Onishchuk27,
K. Papageorgiu21, A. Parenti15, E. Paul5, J.M. Pawlak53, B. Pawlik12, P.G. Pelfer18, A. Pellegrino36,
W. Perlanski53,bh, H. Perrey22, K. Piotrzkowski29, P. Plucinski54,bi, N.S. Pokrovskiy25, A. Polini3,
A.S. Proskuryakov34, M. Przybycien´13, A. Raval15, D.D. Reeder56, B. Reisert35, Z. Ren11, J. Repond1, Y.D. Ri48,bf,
A. Robertson38, P. Roloff15, E. Ron30, I. Rubinsky15, M. Ruspa50, R. Sacchi49, A. Salii27, U. Samson5, G. Sartorelli4,
A.A. Savin56, D.H. Saxon20, M. Schioppa8, S. Schlenstedt16, P. Schleper22, W.B. Schmidke35, U. Schneekloth15,
V. Schönberg5, T. Schörner-Sadenius15, J. Schwartz31, F. Sciulli11, L.M. Shcheglova34, R. Shehzadi5, S. Shimizu47,ah,
I. Singh7,x, I.O. Skillicorn20, W. Słomin´ski14, W.H. Smith56, V. Sola49, A. Solano49, D. Son28, V. Sosnovtsev33,
A. Spiridonov15,ak, H. Stadie22, L. Stanco39, A. Stern45, T.P. Stewart51, A. Stifutkin33, P. Stopa12, S. Suchkov33,
G. Susinno8, L. Suszycki13, J. Sztuk-Dambietz22, D. Szuba15,al, J. Szuba15,am, A.D. Tapper23, E. Tassi8,y, J. Terrón30,
T. Theedt15, H. Tiecke36, K. Tokushuku24,at, O. Tomalak27, J. Tomaszewska15,an, T. Tsurugai32, M. Turcato22,
T. Tymieniecka54,bj, C. Uribe-Estrada30, M. Vázquez36,ah, A. Verbytskyi15, O. Viazlo26, N.N. Vlasov19,aq,
O. Volynets27, R. Walczak38, W.A.T. Wan Abdullah10, J.J. Whitmore41,bb, J. Whyte57, L. Wiggers36, M. Wing52,
M. Wlasenko5, G. Wolf15, H. Wolfe56, K. Wrona15, A.G. Yagües-Molina15, S. Yamada24, Y. Yamazaki24,au,
R. Yoshida1, C. Youngman15, A.F. ˙Zarnecki53, L. Zawiejski12, O. Zenaiev27, W. Zeuner15,ah, B.O. Zhautykov25,
N. Zhmak26,av, C. Zhou31, A. Zichichi4, M. Zolko27, D.S. Zotkin34, Z. Zulkapli10
Page 2 of 16 Eur. Phys. J. C (2011) 71:1659
1Argonne National Laboratory, Argonne, IL 60439-4815, USAc
2Andrews University, Berrien Springs, MI 49104-0380, USA
3INFN Bologna, Bologna, Italyd
4University and INFN Bologna, Bologna, Italyd
5Physikalisches Institut der Universität Bonn, Bonn, Germanye
6H.H. Wills Physics Laboratory, University of Bristol, Bristol, UKf
7Department of Physics, Panjab University, Chandigarh, India
8Physics Department and INFN, Calabria University, Cosenza, Italyd
9Institute for Universe and Elementary Particles, Chonnam National University, Kwangju, South Korea
10Jabatan Fizik, Universiti Malaya, 50603 Kuala Lumpur, Malaysiag
11Nevis Laboratories, Columbia University, Irvington on Hudson, NY 10027, USAh
12The Henryk Niewodniczanski Institute of Nuclear Physics, Polish Academy of Sciences, Cracow, Polandi
13Faculty of Physics and Applied Computer Science, AGH-University of Science and Technology, Cracow, Polandj
14Department of Physics, Jagellonian University, Cracow, Poland
15Deutsches Elektronen-Synchrotron DESY, Hamburg, Germany
16Deutsches Elektronen-Synchrotron DESY, Zeuthen, Germany
17INFN Florence, Florence, Italyd
18University and INFN Florence, Florence, Italyd
19Fakultät für Physik der Universität Freiburg i.Br., Freiburg i.Br., Germany
20School of Physics and Astronomy, University of Glasgow, Glasgow, UKf
21Department of Engineering in Management and Finance, Univ. of the Aegean, Chios, Greece
22Institute of Experimental Physics, Hamburg University, Hamburg, Germanyk
23High Energy Nuclear Physics Group, Imperial College London, London, UKf
24Institute of Particle and Nuclear Studies, KEK, Tsukuba, Japanl
25Institute of Physics and Technology of Ministry of Education and Science of Kazakhstan, Almaty, Kazakhstan
26Institute for Nuclear Research, National Academy of Sciences, Kyiv, Ukraine
27Department of Nuclear Physics, National Taras Shevchenko University of Kyiv, Kyiv, Ukraine
28Center for High Energy Physics, Kyungpook National University, Daegu, South Koream
29Institut de Physique Nucléaire, Université Catholique de Louvain, Louvain-la-Neuve, Belgiumn
30Departamento de Física Teórica, Universidad Autónoma de Madrid, Madrid, Spaino
31Department of Physics, McGill University, Montréal, Québec, Canada H3A 2T8p
32Faculty of General Education, Meiji Gakuin University, Yokohama, Japanl
33Moscow Engineering Physics Institute, Moscow, Russiaq
34Institute of Nuclear Physics, Moscow State University, Moscow, Russiar
35Max-Planck-Institut für Physik, München, Germany
36NIKHEF and University of Amsterdam, Amsterdam, Netherlandss
37Physics Department, Ohio State University, Columbus, OH 43210, USAc
38Department of Physics, University of Oxford, Oxford, UKf
39INFN Padova, Padova, Italyd
40Dipartimento di Fisica dell’ Università and INFN, Padova, Italyd
41Department of Physics, Pennsylvania State University, University Park, PA 16802, USAh
42Polytechnic University, Sagamihara, Japanl
43Dipartimento di Fisica, Università ‘La Sapienza’ and INFN, Rome, Italyd
44Rutherford Appleton Laboratory, Chilton, Didcot, Oxon, UKf
45Raymond and Beverly Sackler Faculty of Exact Sciences, School of Physics, Tel Aviv University, Tel Aviv, Israelt
46Department of Physics, Tokyo Institute of Technology, Tokyo, Japanl
47Department of Physics, University of Tokyo, Tokyo, Japanl
48Department of Physics, Tokyo Metropolitan University, Tokyo, Japanl
49Università di Torino and INFN, Torino, Italyd
50Università del Piemonte Orientale, Novara, and INFN, Torino, Italyd
51Department of Physics, University of Toronto, Toronto, Ontario, Canada M5S 1A7p
52Physics and Astronomy Department, University College London, London, UKf
53Faculty of Physics, University of Warsaw, Warsaw, Poland
54Institute for Nuclear Studies, Warsaw, Poland
55Department of Particle Physics and Astrophysics, Weizmann Institute, Rehovot, Israel
56Department of Physics, University of Wisconsin, Madison, WI 53706, USAc
57Department of Physics, York University, Ontario, Canada M3J 1P3p
Received: 28 April 2011 / Revised: 10 May 2011 / Published online: 28 May 2011
© The Author(s) 2011. This article is published with open access at Springerlink.com
Eur. Phys. J. C (2011) 71:1659 Page 3 of 16
Abstract Photoproduction of beauty and charm quarks in
events with at least two jets has been measured with the
ZEUS detector at HERA using an integrated luminosity of
133 pb−1. The fractions of jets containing b and c quarks
were extracted using the invariant mass of charged tracks
associated with secondary vertices and the decay-length sig-
nificance of these vertices. Differential cross sections as a
function of jet transverse momentum, pjetT , and pseudora-
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pidity, ηjet, were measured. The data are compared with
previous measurements and are well described by next-to-
leading-order QCD predictions.
1 Introduction
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modynamics (QCD) since the heavy-quark masses provide
a hard scale that allows perturbative calculations. At lead-
ing order, boson-gluon fusion (BGF), γg → qq¯ with q ∈
{b, c}, is the dominant process for heavy-quark production
at HERA. When the negative squared four-momentum ex-
changed at the electron vertex, Q2, is small, the process can
be treated as photoproduction, in which a quasi-real photon
emitted by the incoming electron interacts with the proton.
For heavy-quark transverse momenta larger than or compa-
rable to the quark mass, next-to-leading-order (NLO) QCD
calculations in which the massive quarks are generated in
the hard sub-process [1, 2] are expected to provide reliable
predictions for the photoproduction cross sections.
Beauty and charm photoproduction has been measured
using several different methods by both the ZEUS and H1
collaborations. In most of the previous measurements of
beauty photoproduction at HERA, the cross section was de-
termined using semileptonic decays into muons [3–6] or
electrons [7, 8]. In the muon analyses, the fraction of lep-
tons originating from beauty was determined by using the
large transverse momentum of the muon relative to the axis
of the associated jet, prelT , and/or exploiting the impact pa-
rameter of the muons. In the more recent electron analy-
sis [7], several variables, sensitive to both electron identi-
fication as well as to semileptonic decays, were combined in
a likelihood-ratio test function in order to extract the beauty
and charm content. The H1 collaboration has published an
inclusive measurement of beauty- and charm-quark photo-
production using a method based on the impact parameter of
tracks to the primary vertex [9]. The other published charm
or beauty photoproduction measurements [10–16] used ei-
ther meson tags or a combination of lepton and meson tags.
In all of the above analyses reasonable agreement between
the measurement and the theory prediction was found.
The aim of this measurement is to test perturbative QCD
with high precision. For this purpose, the long lifetimes of
the weakly decaying b and c hadrons as well as their large
masses were exploited. The measurement relies on the re-
construction of decay vertices with the ZEUS silicon mi-
crovertex detector (MVD) [17]. Two discriminating vari-
ables were used: the significance of the reconstructed decay
length and the invariant mass of the charged tracks associ-
ated with the decay vertex (secondary vertex). The measure-
ment was kept fully inclusive, leading to a reduced uncer-
tainty due to branching fractions and a substantial increase
in statistics compared to exclusive analyses. The high statis-
tics also allowed the kinematic region of the measurement
to be extended to high values of the transverse jet momen-
tum, pjetT .
2 Experimental set-up
The analysis was performed with data corresponding to an
integrated luminosity of 133 pb−1 which were taken dur-
ing 2005. Electrons at an energy of Ee = 27.5 GeV collided
with protons at Ep = 920 GeV, yielding a centre-of-mass
energy of 318 GeV.
A detailed description of the ZEUS detector can be found
elsewhere [18]. A brief outline of the components that are
most relevant for this analysis is given below.
In the kinematic range of the analysis, charged parti-
cles were tracked in the central tracking detector (CTD)
[19–21] and the microvertex detector (MVD) [17]. These
components operated in a magnetic field of 1.43 T provided
by a thin superconducting solenoid. The CTD consisted of
72 cylindrical drift-chamber layers, organised in nine super-
layers covering the polar-angle1 region 15◦ < θ < 164◦. The
MVD silicon tracker consisted of a barrel (BMVD) and a
forward (FMVD) section. The BMVD contained three lay-
ers and provided polar-angle coverage for tracks from 30◦
to 150◦. The four-layer FMVD extended the polar-angle
coverage in the forward region to 7◦. After alignment, the
single-hit resolution of the MVD was 24 µm. The transverse
distance of closest approach (DCA) to the nominal vertex in
X–Y was measured to have a resolution, averaged over the
azimuthal angle, of (46 ⊕ 122/pT) µm, with pT in GeV. For
CTD-MVD tracks that pass through all nine CTD superlay-
ers, the momentum resolution was σ(pT)/pT = 0.0029pT ⊕
0.0081 ⊕ 0.0012/pT, with pT in GeV.
The high-resolution uranium–scintillator calorimeter
(CAL) [22–25] consisted of three parts: the forward (FCAL),
the barrel (BCAL) and the rear (RCAL) calorimeters. Each
part was subdivided transversely into towers and longitu-
dinally into one electromagnetic section (EMC) and either
one (in RCAL) or two (in BCAL and FCAL) hadronic sec-
tions (HAC). The smallest subdivision of the calorimeter
was called a cell. The CAL energy resolutions, as measured
under test-beam conditions, were σ(E)/E = 0.18/√E for
electrons and σ(E)/E = 0.35/√E for hadrons, with E
in GeV.
The luminosity was measured using the Bethe-Heitler
reaction ep → eγp by a luminosity detector which con-
sisted of independent lead–scintillator calorimeter [26–28]
and magnetic spectrometer [29] systems. The fractional sys-
tematic uncertainty on the measured luminosity was 1.8%.
1The ZEUS coordinate system is a right-handed Cartesian system, with
the Z axis pointing in the nominal proton beam direction, referred to
as the “forward direction”, and the X axis pointing left towards the
centre of HERA. The coordinate origin is at the centre of the CTD. The
pseudorapidity is defined as η = − ln(tan θ2 ), where the polar angle, θ ,
is measured with respect to the proton beam direction. The azimuthal
angle, φ, is measured with respect to the X axis.
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3 Monte Carlo simulation
Monte Carlo (MC) samples of beauty, charm and light-
flavour events generated with PYTHIA 6.2 [30–32] were
used to evaluate the detector acceptance and to provide the
predictions of the signal and background distributions.
The production of bb¯ and cc¯ pairs was simulated follow-
ing the standard PYTHIA prescription, using leading-order
matrix elements combined with parton showering. The fol-
lowing subprocesses [33] were generated:
• Direct and resolved photoproduction with leading-order
massive matrix elements. In the direct-photon process, the
quasi-real photon enters directly in the hard interaction,
while in the resolved-photon process, the photon acts as
a source of light partons which take part in the hard in-
teraction. The b-quark and c-quark masses were set to
4.75 GeV and 1.5 GeV, respectively.
• b-quark and c-quark excitation, i.e. the contribution to the
leading-order massless matrix elements of b and c quarks
from initial-state photon or gluon splitting.
The light-quark predictions were taken from a simulation of
both direct and non-direct inclusive photoproduction with
leading-order matrix elements in the massless scheme. This
sample also includes final-state gluon splitting into bb¯ and
cc¯ pairs, which is treated as part of the signal.
The CTEQ4L [34] and CTEQ5L [35] proton parton
distribution functions (PDFs) were used for the light-
flavour and heavy-flavour samples, respectively. The GRV-G
LO [36, 37] photon PDF was used for all samples.
The lifetimes of the B±, B0 and Bs mesons were cor-
rected from the default PYTHIA values to reflect the world
averages [38].
The generated events were passed through a full simula-
tion of the ZEUS detector based on GEANT 3.21 [39]. The
final MC events had to fulfil the same trigger requirements
and pass the same reconstruction programme as the data.
4 Data selection and event reconstruction
A three-level trigger system was used to select events on-
line [18, 40, 41]. At the third level, jets were reconstructed
using the energies and positions in the CAL. Events with
at least two jets with transverse momentum in excess of
4.5 GeV within |η| < 2.5 were selected.
The tracking efficiency at the first-level trigger (FLT) as
well as the efficiency of the dijet third-level trigger (TLT)
were lowered in the detector simulation such that they re-
produced the efficiencies as measured in the data. The trig-
ger efficiencies were ≈86% for the FLT and 76–100% for
the TLT, depending on the transverse momentum of the
jets, with an average of about 90%. The average corrections
amounted to ≈7.7% for the FLT and ≈3.7% for the TLT.
The hadronic system was reconstructed from energy-
flow objects (EFOs) [42] combining track and calorime-
ter information, corrected for energy loss in the dead ma-






i), assuming the pion mass. Jets
were reconstructed from EFOs using a kT clustering algo-
rithm [43] in the longitudinally invariant mode [44]. The E-
recombination scheme, which produces massive jets whose
four-momenta are the sum of the four-momenta of the clus-
tered objects, was used.
At least two jets with |ηjet| < 2.5 and pjetT > 7(6) GeV
for the highest (second highest) energetic jet were required.
Only events with a well reconstructed primary vertex with
|Zvtx| < 30 cm were selected.
In order to remove background from deep inelastic scat-
tering (DIS), events were rejected in which a scattered-
electron candidate was found in the calorimeter with energy
E′e > 5 GeV and ye < 0.9, with ye = 1 − E
′
e
2Ee (1 − cos θ ′e),
where θ ′e is the polar angle of the outgoing electron. The
event inelasticity, y, was reconstructed from the hadronic fi-
nal state using the Jacquet–Blondel method [45] with yJB =∑
i (E
i − piZ)/2Ee, where the sum runs over all the EFOs.
A cut 0.2 < yJB < 0.8 was used to remove residual DIS
events and non-ep interactions. These requirements corre-
spond to an effective cut of Q2  1 GeV2 with a median of
Q2 ≈ 10−3 GeV2, as estimated from simulations.
In order to reconstruct secondary vertices related to b-
and c-hadron decays, tracks were selected if:
• pT > 0.5 GeV.
• The number of superlayers in the CTD ≥3.
• The total number of hits2 in the MVD ≥4.
The tracks were associated with one of the two highest en-




ηtrk − ηjet)2 + (φtrk − φjet)2 < 1.
If two or more of such tracks were associated with the se-
lected jet, a candidate vertex was fitted from the selected
tracks using a deterministic annealing filter [46–48]. This
fit provided the vertex position including its error matrix as
well as the invariant mass, mvtx, of the charged tracks asso-
ciated with the reconstructed vertex. Vertices with χ2/ndf <
6, a distance from the interaction point within 1 cm in the X–
Y plane and ±30 cm in the Z direction, and 0.8 ≤ mvtx <
7.5 GeV were retained for further analysis.
Only those secondary vertices that were associated with
one of the two jets with the highest pjetT were considered,
since these jets were most likely to correspond to heavy-
quark jets. The associated jet was required to be recon-
structed within the central part of the detector with −1.6 ≤
ηjet < 1.4.
2Each MVD layer provided two coordinate measurements.
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Fig. 1 Distributions of
decay-length significance, S, for
a 0.8 ≤ mvtx < 1.4 GeV,
b 1.4 ≤ mvtx < 2 GeV and
c 2 ≤ mvtx < 7.5 GeV. The data
are compared to the total
PYTHIA MC distributions as
well as the contributions from
the beauty, charm and
light-flavour MC subsamples.
All samples were normalised
according to the scaling factors
obtained from the fit (see
Sect. 8)
5 Extraction of the heavy-flavour cross sections
Using the secondary vertices associated with jets, the decay
length, d , was defined as the distance in X–Y between the
secondary vertex and the interaction point3, projected onto
the jet axis in the X–Y plane.
The decay-length significance, S, was defined as d/δd ,
where δd is the uncertainty on d . The sign of the decay
length was assigned using the axis of the jet to which the ver-
tex is associated: if the decay-length vector was in the same
hemisphere as the jet axis, a positive sign was assigned to it;
otherwise the sign of the decay length was negative. Nega-
tive decay lengths, which originate from secondary vertices
reconstructed on the wrong side of the interaction point with
respect to the direction of the associated jets, are unphysical
and caused by detector resolution effects. A small correc-
tion [33] to the MC decay-length distribution was applied
in order to reproduce the negative decay-length data: 5%
of the tracks in the central region were smeared and an ad-
3In the X–Y plane, the interaction point was defined as the centre of
the beam ellipse, determined using the average primary vertex position
for groups of a few thousand events, taking into account the difference
in angle between the beam direction and the Z direction. The Z coor-
dinate was taken as the Z position of the primary vertex of the event.
ditional smearing was applied to tracks in the tails of the
decay-length distribution.
The shape of the decay-length significance distribution
together with the secondary-vertex mass distribution, mvtx,
is used to extract the beauty and charm content. The invari-
ant mass of the tracks fitted to the secondary vertex provides
a distinguishing variable for jets from b and c quarks, re-
flecting the different masses of the b and c hadrons. Figure 1
shows the decay-length significance, S, divided into the
three mass bins 0.8 ≤ mvtx < 1.4 GeV, 1.4 ≤ mvtx < 2 GeV
and 2 ≤ mvtx < 7.5 GeV. The MC simulation provides a
good description of the data in all three bins and an almost
pure beauty region can be obtained at high significances in
the bin 2 ≤ mvtx < 7.5 GeV.
In order to minimise the effect of the light-flavour con-
tribution, the contents of the negative bins of the signifi-
cance distribution, N(S−), were subtracted from the con-
tents of the corresponding positive bins, N(S+), yielding a
subtracted decay-length significance distribution. An addi-
tional advantage of this subtraction is that symmetric sys-
tematic effects, which might arise from discrepancies be-
tween the data and the MC, are removed.
In order further to reduce the uncertainty due to remain-
ing differences between data and MC in the core region of
the significance distribution, a cut of |S| > 3 was applied.
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Fig. 2 Distributions of a ηjet
and b pjetT of the jets associated
with a secondary vertex, c mvtx
and d ntrk of the selected
secondary vertices. e χ2/ndf of
the secondary vertices before
the cut shown in the figure had
been applied. f shows xjetγ
weighted by the number of jets
with associated secondary
vertices in the event. The data
are compared to the total MC
distributions as well as the
contributions from the beauty
and charm MC subsamples. All
samples were normalised
according to the scaling factors
obtained from the fit (see
Sect. 8)
Fig. 3 Distribution of the
subtracted decay-length
significance in three mass bins.
The data are compared to the
total PYTHIA MC distribution
as well as the contributions from
the beauty, charm and
light-flavour MC subsamples.
All samples were normalised
according to the scaling factors
obtained from the fit
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Fig. 4 Distributions of a ηjet, b pjetT , c mvtx and d ntrk of the selected
secondary vertices and e subtracted decay-length significance, for a
beauty-enriched subsample with 2 ≤ mvtx < 7.5 GeV and |S| > 8. The
data are compared to the total MC distributions as well as the contri-
butions from the beauty and charm MC subsamples. The light-flavour
contribution is not shown separately as it is negligible on the scales
shown. All samples were normalised according to the scaling factors
obtained from the fit
As a consistency check this cut was varied in order to esti-
mate the uncertainty due to the MC modelling of the low |S|
region; effects smaller than 1% on the beauty results and 3%
on the charm results were found.
After all selection cuts, a sample of 70 433 jets with as-
sociated secondary vertices remained.
Figure 2 shows the data and MC distributions of pjetT ,
ηjet, mvtx, the secondary vertex track multiplicity, ntrk,
and χ2/ndf of the secondary vertices. All distributions are
shown after all selection cuts, except for the χ2/ndf distrib-
ution, where the χ2/ndf cut has not been applied yet. Also
shown in Fig. 2 is the fraction of the total hadronic E − pZ






E − pZ ,
weighted by the number of jets with associated secondary
vertices in the event. This distribution is sensitive to the frac-
tion of direct and non-direct photoproduction contributions.
The MC provides an adequate description of the data for all
variables except ηjet; the effect of this discrepancy on the
results is discussed in Sect. 6.
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Fig. 5 Distributions of a ηjet, b pjetT , c mvtx and d ntrk of the selected
secondary vertices and e subtracted decay-length significance, for a
charm-enriched subsample with 0.8 ≤ mvtx < 2 GeV. No additional
significance cut was applied here. The data are compared to the to-
tal MC distributions as well as the contributions from the beauty and
charm MC subsamples. The light-flavour contribution is not shown
separately as it is negligible on the scales shown. All samples were
normalised according to the scaling factors obtained from the fit
The beauty and charm contributions were extracted us-
ing a least-squares fit [33, 49] to the subtracted distribu-
tions in the three mass bins. The MC beauty, charm and
light-flavour contributions, normalised to the data lumi-
nosity, were scaled by the factors kb , kc and klf, respec-
tively, to give the best fit to the observed subtracted dis-
tributions. The overall MC normalisation was constrained
by requiring it to be consistent with the normalisation of
the data in the significance distribution with |S| > 3 and
0.8 ≤ mvtx < 7.5 GeV. The subtracted and fitted distrib-
utions for the three mass bins are shown in Fig. 3. The
contribution of the light flavours was substantially reduced
through the subtraction. After the subtraction, good agree-
ment was also observed between the data and the MC sim-
ulation. The fit procedure was repeated in different bins of
p
jet




In order to check the quality of the data description
by the MC, subtracted distributions of pjetT , ηjet, mvtx, the
secondary-vertex track multiplicity, ntrk, and |S| are shown
in Fig. 4 after beauty enrichment (2 ≤ mvtx < 7.5 GeV and
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|S| ≥ 8) and in Fig. 5 after charm enrichment (0.8 ≤ mvtx <
2 GeV).
The total visible cross section for inclusive heavy-quark




Aq · LData .
Here, LData denotes the integrated luminosity, Aq is the ac-
ceptance and N rec,Dataq the number of reconstructed heavy-
quark jets in data, which was determined from the fit using
N rec,Dataq = kq · N rec,MCq ,
with N rec,MCq being the number of reconstructed events in a
MC sample with the same integrated luminosity as the data.
kq denotes the heavy-quark scaling factor obtained from the








the cross section can be written as




Here, N true,HLq denotes the number of generated heavy-
quark jets at hadron level (HL). Hadron-level jets were ob-
tained by running the kT clustering algorithm in the same
mode as for the data with the E-recombination scheme. The
algorithm was run on all final-state MC particles before the
decay of the weakly decaying b or c hadrons. True b or c
jets were then defined as all hadron-level jets containing a b
or c hadron. Signatures with b or c hadrons resulting from
final-state gluon splitting (g → qq¯) were also included in
the respective signal, independent of the quark flavours in
the hard subprocess. The contribution of gluon splitting to
the beauty signal amounted to ≈2%, while the contribution
to the charm signal was ≈10%.
The single-differential heavy-quark jet production cross




= kq · N
true,HL
q
LData · v ,
where v is the width of the bin.
6 Systematic uncertainties
Systematic uncertainties were evaluated by appropriate vari-
ations of the MC simulation. The fit of the subtracted decay-
length significance in mvtx bins was repeated and the cross




(1a) TLT trigger efficiency ±0.8/±2.0
(1b) FLT trigger efficiency +4.1−3.8/+4.0−3.7
(2) CAL hadronic energy scale ±0.6/±4.3
(3) Track-finding uncertainty +5.9/+1.0
(4) Decay-length smearing ±1.0/±0.7
(5) Light-flavour asymmetry ±0.2/±0.7
(6a) ηjet reweighting −1.2/−1.0
(6b) pjetT reweighting −5.5/−1.1
(7a) D±/D0 ratio +0−1.3/+0.6−1.8
(7b) D±/D±s ratio +0−1.2/+0.1−1.3
(8) Charm fragmentation +0.3−0.3/+1.2−1.3
(9) Beauty fragmentation +1.8−2.1/+0.1−0.1




sections were recalculated. The uncertainties on the total
cross sections determined for each source are summarised
in Table 1. The following sources of experimental system-
atic uncertainties were identified [33]:
1. The systematic uncertainties associated with the TLT
and FLT trigger efficiency corrections (see Sect. 4) were
determined by varying each correction within its esti-
mated uncertainty.
2. The calorimetric part of the jet energy was varied by
±3%.
3. The track-finding inefficiency in the data with respect
to the MC was estimated to be at most 2%. The overall
uncertainty due to this tracking inefficiency was deter-
mined by randomly rejecting 2% of all tracks in the MC
and repeating the secondary vertex finding and all sub-
sequent analysis steps;
4. The uncertainty due to the smearing procedure was esti-
mated by varying the fraction of secondary vertices for
which the decay length was smeared by ±2%. For varia-
tions of the fraction in this range the agreement between
data and MC remained reasonable.
5. The uncertainty due to the asymmetry of the light-
flavour content of the sample was evaluated by varying
klf by ±11%. The size of the variation was estimated
from the uncertainty on the light-flavour fraction as de-
termined by a fit to the subtracted decay-length signifi-
cance distribution, where the overall normalisation con-
straint using the unsubtracted distribution was not ap-
plied.
6. The MC distributions for both light and heavy flavours
were reweighted in ηjet and pjetT to account for the dif-
ferences between data and MC (see Fig. 2). A reweight-
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ing of only the light-flavour content was also investi-
gated. No significant change of the cross sections was
observed and therefore no additional systematic uncer-
tainty was assigned.
7. The various D mesons have different lifetimes and de-
cay modes. In order to account for the uncertainty of
the different fragmentation fractions, the D+/D0 and
D+/D+s ratios were varied by ±10% while keeping the
total number of c hadrons constant.
8. The charm fragmentation function was varied by weight-
ing all events according to
z = (E + P||)D
(E + P)c-quark jet
calculated in the string rest-frame [30–32] such that the
change in the mean value of z corresponded to the mea-
sured uncertainty [50].
9. The beauty fragmentation function was varied in anal-
ogy to the charm case using a variation of z correspond-
ing to a variation of the Peterson fragmentation parame-
ter, εb , of ±0.0015 [51, 52].
10. A 1.8% overall normalisation uncertainty was associ-
ated with the luminosity measurement. It was included
in the systematic error on the total cross sections, but
not in those of the differential cross sections.
The same variations were applied to each bin for the
differential cross sections. The total systematic uncertainty
was obtained by adding the above contributions in quadra-
ture. In the case of beauty, the dominant effects arise from
the variation of the trigger-efficiency corrections, the track-
finding efficiency and the reweighting as a function of pjetT .
For charm, the variation of the trigger-efficiency corrections
as well as the energy-scale variation contribute most to the
total systematic uncertainty.
As an additional consistency check, the contributions of
direct and non-direct photon processes were investigated by
reweighting the xjetγ distributions based on MC and data
comparisons of the b- and c-enriched samples. The ef-
fect on the cross sections was smaller than that due to the
reweighting of the pjetT and ηjet distributions and so a further
contribution was not added to the systematic uncertainties.
A reweighting of the mvtx distribution was also done in or-
der to account for residual differences between the data and
the MC. Its effect on the cross sections was found to be neg-
ligible.
7 Theoretical predictions and uncertainties
The measured total and differential cross sections were com-
pared to NLO QCD predictions calculated with the FMNR
programme [53]. This calculation is based on the fixed-
flavour-number scheme, using three light flavours for the
charm predictions and four for beauty. The PDFs were taken
from CTEQ6.6 [54] for the proton and GRV-G HO [36] for
the photon. The heavy-quark masses (pole masses) were set
to mb = 4.75 GeV and mc = 1.5 GeV. The QCD scale,
Λ
(5)
QCD, was set to 0.226 GeV. The renormalisation scale,
μR , and the factorisation scale, μF , were chosen to be equal
and set to μR = μF = 12
√
pˆ2T + m2b(c), where pˆT is the av-
erage transverse momentum of the heavy quarks. In order to
ease the comparison with previous analyses, the theoretical
predictions were also made using the CTEQ5M [35] proton
PDFs.
For the systematic uncertainty on the theoretical predic-
tion, the masses and scales were varied separately and the
effects of both variations were added in quadrature. The
masses were varied using the values mb = 4.5 and 5.0 GeV,
mc = 1.3 and 1.7 GeV; the scales were varied using μR =
μF = 14
√
pˆ2T + m2b(c) and
√
pˆ2T + m2b(c). The resulting un-
certainties on the NLO QCD predictions for the total cross
sections are +22% and −15% for beauty and +42% and
−21% for charm.
Parton-level jets were found by applying the kT clustering
algorithm to the generated partonic final state in the same
mode as for the hadron level in the MC (see Sect. 5). The
NLO QCD predictions for parton-level jets were corrected
for hadronisation effects. A bin-by-bin procedure was used
whereby dσ = dσNLO · Chad, and dσNLO is the cross section
for partons in the final state of the NLO calculation. The
hadronisation-correction factors, Chad, were obtained from
the ratio of the hadron-level to the parton-level MC jet cross
section, where the parton level is defined as being the result
of the parton-showering stage of the simulation. The correc-
tion factors are given in Tables 2 and 3; their uncertainty was
negligible in comparison to the other theoretical uncertain-
ties [3].
8 Results
The total and single-differential beauty- and charm-jet cross




Q2 < 1 GeV2, 0.2 < y < 0.8,
p
jet 1(2)
T > 7(6) GeV, −2.5 < ηjet 1(2) < 2.5.
Page 12 of 16 Eur. Phys. J. C (2011) 71:1659
Here ηjet 1(2) and pjet 1(2)T refer, respectively, to the pseudo-
rapidities and the transverse momenta of the two jets in the
event with the largest transverse momentum within the range
|ηjet| < 2.5. The cross sections are measured for those jets
among these two satisfying
−1.6 < ηq-jet < 1.4,
with q ∈ {b, c}.
The total beauty- and charm-jet production cross sections
were measured as
σ visb = 682 ± 21(stat.)+52−52(syst.) pb,
σ visc = 5780 ± 120(stat.)+390−410(syst.) pb.
The errors given correspond to the statistical uncertainties
and the total systematic uncertainties including the errors
due to the uncertainty in the luminosity measurement. The
measurements were compared to NLO QCD predictions cal-
culated with the FMNR programme using the specifications
given in Sect. 7:
σNLOb ⊗ Cbhad = 740+210−130 pb,
σNLOc ⊗ Cchad = 6000+2400−1300 pb.
Hadronisation corrections of Cbhad = 0.84 and Cchad = 0.83
were applied to the NLO QCD predictions. Good agreement
between the measured cross sections and the NLO QCD pre-
dictions is observed. Replacing CTEQ6.6 by CTEQ5M as
proton PDF reduces the theory predictions by ≈5%.
The beauty and charm cross sections as a function of pjetT
and ηjet are given in Tables 2 and 3, respectively, and are
shown in Fig. 6. The measurements are compared to the
NLO QCD predictions and to the PYTHIA MC scaled (see
Sect. 5) by a factor of 1.11 for beauty and 1.35 for charm, as
obtained from the inclusive fit. The NLO QCD predictions
are in good agreement with the data and the scaled PYTHIA
MC describes the distributions well.
In Fig. 7 the b-jet cross section, dσ/dηjet, is compared to
a previously published analysis [55] using semileptonic de-
cays into muons in dijet events. Both measurements agree
well. The improved precision of this analysis can be clearly
seen. While a direct comparison with a previous H1 mea-
surement using a similar approach [9] is not possible, as the
cross-section definitions are different, the relative errors on
the measurements in this paper are approximately a factor 3
(2) smaller for beauty (charm).
In order to enable direct comparisons with other ZEUS
measurements given at the b-quark level [3–5, 7, 8, 13], the
NLO QCD prediction corrected for hadronisation was used

















For the previous measurements, the extrapolations have
been updated using the CTEQ6.6 proton PDFs. In Fig. 8, the
Table 2 Summary table of
differential beauty-jet
photoproduction cross sections,
as defined in Sect. 8. The
measurements are given
together with their statistical and
systematic uncertainties. The
NLO QCD predictions using
CTEQ6.6 and their uncertainty









T ⊗ Cbhad Cbhad
(GeV) (pb/GeV) (pb/GeV)
6:11 95.6±4.9+9.8−7.0 109+31−19 0.83
11:16 24.8±1.2+1.8−1.4 29.1+7.9−4.7 0.89
16:21 6.02±0.49+0.55−0.57 7.1+2.0−1.2 0.92
21:27 0.93±0.22+0.31−0.20 1.87+0.54−0.34 0.95
27:35 0.30±0.12+0.14−0.12 0.46+0.13−0.08 1.05
ηjet dσb/dηjet dσNLOb /dηjet ⊗ Cbhad Cbhad
(pb) (pb)
−1.6:−1.1 57±22+13−3 72+22−13 0.70
−1.1:−0.8 121±21+16−16 182+50−30 0.78
−0.8:−0.5 214±22+22−12 255+69−42 0.79
−0.5:−0.2 233±21+28−21 307+83−50 0.79
−0.2:0.1 264±22+28−23 342+91−55 0.81
0.1:0.5 316±21+23−17 346+96−57 0.86
0.5:1.4 288±15+20−30 265+82−48 0.93
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Table 3 Summary table of
differential charm-jet
photoproduction cross sections,
as defined in Sect. 8. The
measurements are given
together with their statistical and
systematic uncertainties. The
NLO QCD predictions using
CTEQ6.6 and their uncertainty









T ⊗ Cchad Cchad
(GeV) (pb/GeV) (pb/GeV)
6:11 906±24+56−60 967+380−210 0.82
11:16 194±7+20−20 192+75−41 0.90
16:21 39.1±3.3+6.4−6.4 38.5+15−8.5 0.92
21:27 10.5±2.1+4.4−4.0 8.9+3.4−2.0 0.90
27:35 0.9±0.7+0.4−0.9 1.96+0.72−0.43 0.91
ηjet dσc/dηjet dσNLOc /dηjet ⊗ Cchad Cchad
(pb) (pb)
−1.6:−1.1 499±79+36−46 825+320−180 0.71
−1.1:−0.8 1380±110+110−110 1933+700−400 0.79
−0.8:−0.5 2090±120+140−180 2566+940−540 0.80
−0.5:−0.2 2460±130+170−170 2948+1100−610 0.80
−0.2:0.1 2920±130+200−220 2975+1100−630 0.83
0.1:0.5 2600±110+180−260 2602+1000−560 0.87
0.5:1.4 2040±91+160−140 1579+700−360 0.89
Fig. 6 Differential beauty-jet and charm-jet photoproduction cross
sections as defined in Sect. 8 as a function of a–b pjetT and c–d ηjet. The
data are shown as points. The inner error bars are the statistical uncer-
tainties, while the outer error bars show the statistical and systematic
uncertainties added in quadrature. The band represents the NLO QCD
prediction, corrected for hadronisation effects, using CTEQ6.6 as pro-
ton PDF; the shaded band shows the estimated uncertainty. The NLO
QCD prediction using CTEQ5M as proton PDF is depicted separately
(dotted-dashed line). The scaled PYTHIA MC prediction (dashed line)
is also shown
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b-quark differential cross sections as a function of the quark
transverse momentum, dσ(ep → bX)/dpbT, are shown for
Fig. 7 Differential beauty-jet photoproduction cross sections as a
function of ηjet. The filled circles show the results from this analysis
(the same data as shown in Fig. 6c); the open circles show the results
from a previously published measurement [3]. The inner error bars
are the statistical uncertainties, while the outer error bars show the
statistical and systematic uncertainties added in quadrature. The scaled
PYTHIA MC prediction is also shown (dashed line)
b-quark pseudorapidity in the laboratory frame, |ηb| < 2, for
Q2 < 1 GeV2 and 0.2 < y < 0.8. The b¯ quark was not taken
into account in the definition of the b-quark cross section.
The measurement presented here extends the kinematic re-
gion to higher pbT values than previous measurements and
represents the most precise measurement of b-quark photo-
production at HERA. Good agreement with the NLO QCD
prediction is observed for many independent ZEUS mea-
surements, giving a consistent picture of b-quark photopro-
duction over a wide range of pbT.
The corresponding c-quark cross sections were also cal-
culated and are shown in Fig. 9. Due to the lower mass of
the charm quark, its momentum is more affected by gluon
radiation. Hence the corresponding cross section is shown
as a function of the parton-level jet momentum (calculated
as in Sect. 7) rather than that of the quark. Here the cross
sections have been extrapolated to the region |ηc-jet| < 1.5,
as it corresponded better to the measurements.
The c-quark jet cross sections are consistent with previ-
ous ZEUS measurements [8, 11] and are in good agreement
with the NLO QCD prediction.
Fig. 8 a Summary of
differential cross sections for
b-quark production as a function
of pbT as measured by the ZEUS
collaboration. The
measurements are shown as
points, with the results of this
analysis shown as inverted
triangles. The inner error bars
are the statistical uncertainties,
while the outer error bars show
the statistical and systematic
uncertainties added in
quadrature. The band represents
the NLO QCD prediction and its
theoretical uncertainty. The
solid line shows the prediction
for μ2 = (m2b + p2T)/4, while
the dashed line shows the
prediction for μ2 = m2b + p2T.
b The ratio of the measured
cross sections, σmeas, to the
theoretical prediction, σ th, for
μ2 = (m2b + p2T)/4
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Fig. 9 a Summary of
differential cross sections for
c-quark jet production as a
function of pc-jetT as measured
by the ZEUS collaboration. The
measurements are shown as
points, with the results of this
analysis shown as inverted
triangles. The inner error bars
are the statistical uncertainties,
while the outer error bars show
the statistical and systematic
uncertainties added in
quadrature. The band represents
the NLO QCD prediction and its
theoretical uncertainty. The
solid line shows the prediction
for μ2 = (m2c + p2T)/4, while
the dashed line shows the
prediction for μ2 = m2c + p2T.
b The ratio of the measured
cross sections, σmeas, to the
theoretical prediction, σ th, for
μ2 = (m2c + p2T)/4
9 Conclusions
Inclusive beauty- and charm-jet cross sections in photopro-
duction at HERA have been presented, exploiting the long
lifetimes and large masses of b and c hadrons. Compared to
previous measurements of specific decay chains, this analy-
sis has substantially increased statistics and a reduced de-
pendence on the branching fractions. The background from
light-quark jets was suppressed by using the subtracted
decay-length significance distribution of secondary vertices.
The visible cross sections as well as differential cross sec-
tions as a function of pjetT and ηjet have been compared with
NLO QCD calculations. Good agreement is observed.
In order to be able to compare these cross sections with
others, they have been extrapolated to the region |ηb| < 2
(|ηc-jet| < 1.5) using the NLO QCD predictions. Cross sec-
tions as a function of the transverse momentum of the b
quark and of the c-quark jet have been determined and com-
pared with previous ZEUS measurements. The measure-
ments agree with each other and give a consistent picture of
heavy-quark photoproduction over a wide kinematic range.
The charm cross sections presented in this paper are more
precise than previous measurements made by the ZEUS col-
laboration and have similar accuracy as measurements made
by H1. The beauty cross sections represent the most precise
measurements of b-quark photoproduction made at HERA.
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